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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1. In response to Amendment filed on March-23-2006, claims 5, and 1 1 have been 
cancelled. Therefore, claims 1-4, 6-10, and 12-27 are presently pending in the application. 

2. Applicant's amendment has overcome the previously presented 1 12, second paragraph 
rejection. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1, and 3 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claims 1, and 3 have the intended use recitation of "for" (i.e. database for storing) 
making the functionality following not carry any patentable weight since it never actually have to 
take place. Claims should be amended to recite more direct and positive language such as "is" or 
"storing" or "that". Correction is required. 

Claims 1, 6, 8, and 14 recite the limitaion "module operable to" is indirect, suggest 
optionally, and passive which renders any recitation claimed after not be given patentable 
weight. Appropriate correction is required. 

The Examiner points to MPEP 2106 [R-2] wherein the claim's recitation of "operable to" 
raises the question to Language that suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be 
performed or does not limit a claim to a particular structure does not limit the scope of a claim or 
claim limitation. 
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Office personnel must rely on the applicant's disclosure to properly determine the 
meaning of** the claims. Limitations appearing in the specification but not recited in the claim 
are not read into the claim; therefore, in this case, the recitation of "operable to" as interpreted in 
light of the specification provide the "functionality" or "the capability" of the database 
management system to perform the steps without definite disclosure limiting or excluding any 
alternative, negative, or even all together suggest actually performing or implementing the 
functionality that is database management system is capable of. 

Therefore, any cited art that teaches the steps otherwise in the alternative can be used to 
reject the instant application. The computer being operable to perform a function does not mean 
that it will ever actually perform that functionality ("operable to" should be clarified and changed 
to a more definite term i.e. "configured to" or "is" or "that"). 

Claims 16, and 22' s preamble is intended use that never materializes. No nexus between the 
preamble and the body of the claim since the "for management" is never achieved in the claims 
therefore the claim never realizing its intended use it was set up to accomplish. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1, 9-10, 12, 20, 22, and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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Claim 1, line 7, claim 16, line 6, and claim 20, line 2, and claim 22, line 8, all, recite the 
limitation "the contents". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the processing" in line 9. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 9, line 2, claim 10, line 2, claim 24, line 2, and claim 25, line 2, all recite the 
limitation "the number". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "said predefined pattern" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12, line 3, recites "it" which is an indefinite and vague recitation since its unclear 
what is being referenced by "it"? 

Claim 22, line 5, recite "receiving approval" without any indication why an approval is 
required? What constitute an approval? Who gives the approval? Done by whom? Leaving it to 
be for vague and indefinite term for the Examiner to decipher and comprehend its relationship to 
the remaining claimed limitaion. 
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Claim 22 appears to be directed to transcribed documents throughout its recitations 
except for limitaion 3 dealing with "creating an index for transcribed document" that precedes to 
recite "each index for a document" making it unclear if this is a new document being introduced 
that is not a transcribed one? Or is a different instance of the original transcribed document? 
Therefore lacks antecedent basis. Clarification is required. 

9. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, second paragraph, as failing to set forth the 
subject matter which applicant(s) regard as their invention. Applicant's language of "enabling" 
(line 7, claim 16) a computer to do something, is not prohibiting and does not cause any 
functionality to occur in the computer and thus failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim their invention (it's unclear what Applicant's intended metes and bounds of the claim are, 
since the claim appears to cover anything and everything that does not prohibit actions from 
occurring). The recitation should either be deleted (simply recite "searching") or amended to 
recite positive direct language (i.e. "configured to"). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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11. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 12-23, and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over French (U.S. Patent No. 5,437,024) in view of Lo et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,523,040 Bl). 

As to claim 1, French discloses a transcription management system, comprising: 
a central file system for storing a plurality of documents, each of said plurality of 
documents being stored in only one of at least two folders in said central file system based at 
least in part on a respective status of said plurality of documents (See French column 23, lines 1- 
25, teaches many variant folders "classes" that are ordered and stored as part of this centralized 
system that can include one or more databases for managing and storing those folders); and 
a content indexing module operable to create an index of said plurality of documents 
stored in said central file system (See French Figure 1, shows plurality of indexes for stored 
transcribed documents that includes "Lab reports, radiology etc.", also see French column 19, 
lines 54-66); 

a document management module operable to manage the processing and distribution of 
said plurality of documents stored in said central file system in response to, at least in part, the 
respective status of said plurality of documents (See French column 13, lines 35-50, also see 
French column 14, lines 50-58); and 

a document distribution module operable at least one of said plurality of documents to at 
least one of a plurality of determined recipients based at least in part on a preference of said at 
least one of said plurality of recipients stored in a database (See French abstract, also see French 
column 9, lines 20-31). 
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French teaches the claimed invention expect for wherein an index for a document in the 
index of the plurality of documents is at least a value associated with a predefined ascii pattern in 
the contents of the document. French does not explicitly teach index value associated with a 
predefined ascii pattern in the contents of the document; however, he teaches these fields or 
indicia comprise strings of ascii characters embedded in a predetermined data communications 
format (See French column 13, lines 40-50). 

Lo et al. teaches wherein an index for a document in the index of the plurality of 
documents is at least a value associated with a predefined ascii pattern in the contents of the 
document (See Lo et al column 11, lines 17-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified French by the teaching of Lo et al. to include having an index for a 
document in the index of the plurality of documents is at least a value associated with a 
predefined ascii pattern in the contents of the document because it provides for efficient storage 
and retrieval 

As to claim 2, French as modified discloses wherein each of a selected plurality of said 
plurality of documents comprises a transcribed document (See French column 1 1, lines 51-55). 

As to claim 3, French as modified discloses database for storing information regarding a 
plurality of recipients (See French abstract). 



As to claim 4, Ludwig et al. discloses wherein at least one of said plurality of recipients 
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is a physician (See French Figure 1, 16C). 
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As to claim 6, French as modified discloses wherein said document distribution module is 
further operable to recommend to a user a preferred method of distributing said at least one of 
said plurality of documents to said at least one of said plurality of recipients (See French column 
13, lines 66-67, and see column 14, lines 1-7). 

As to claim 7, French as modified discloses wherein said recommendation is based at 
least in part on information about said at least one of said plurality of recipients stored in said 
database (See French column 13, lines 66-67, and see French column 14, lines 1-7). 

As to claims 8, and 23, French as modified discloses a billing module operable to 
generate an invoice for at least one of said plurality of documents (See French column 2, lines 1- 
5, prior art, also see French column 2, lines 21-26, prior art). 

As to claim 12, French as modified discloses wherein said predefined pattern comprises a 
plurality of indexing fields, at least one of said plurality of indexing fields having the value 
associated with it (See French Figure 1, shows plurality of fields with values, also see French 
column 13, lines 54-65). 



As to claim 14, French as modified discloses wherein said document management 
module is further operable to search a folder of said at least two folders for documents matching 
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a user specified criteria (See French column 12, lines 40-50, also see French column 14, lines 19- 
27, wherein "folders" reads on variant "classes/sub-classes" and wherein "user specified criteria" 
reads on "profile"). 

As to claim 15, French as modified discloses wherein at least one of said plurality of 
documents comprises a transcribed radiology report (See French column 11, lines 45-57). 

As to claim 16, French discloses a computer implemented method for management of 
transcribed documents, comprising: 

storing a plurality of transcribed documents in a folder of a plurality of folders of a 
plurality of folders of a central file system (See French column 23, lines 1-25, teaches many 
variant folders "classes" that are ordered and stored as part of this centralized system that can 
include one or more databases for managing and storing those folders, also see French column 
11, lines 51-55); 

creating a plurality of indexes indexing said plurality of transcribed documents (See 
French Figure 1, shows plurality of indexes for stored transcribed documents that includes "Lab 
reports, radiology etc.", also see French column 19, lines 54-66); 

enabling searching of said plurality of transcribed documents based on said plurality of 
indexes (See French column 4, lines 29-43); and 

automatically recommending to a user a preferred method of distributing a transcribed 
document of said plurality of documents to a recipient based at least in part on a preference of 
said recipient (See French column 13, lines 19-28, wherein "recommending" is actually the 
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directing preformed by the controller based on the previously stored user preferences on how 
they like to receive the reports). 

French teaches the claimed invention expect for wherein an index for a document in the 
index of the plurality of documents is at least a value associated with a predefined ascii pattern in 
the contents of the document. French does not explicitly teach index value associated with a 
predefined ascii pattern in the contents of the document; however, he teaches these fields or 
indicia comprise strings of ascii characters embedded in a predetermined data communications 
format (See French column 13, lines 40-50). 

Lo et al. teaches wherein each index in said plurality of indexes is at least a value 
associated with a predefined ascii pattern comprising at least one indexing field in the contents of 
the document (See Lo et al. column 11, lines 17-27). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified French by the teaching of Lo et al. to include having an index for a 
document in the index of the plurality of documents is at least a value associated with a 
predefined ascii pattern in the contents of the document because it provides for efficient storage 
and retrieval 

As to claim 17, French as modified discloses determining the name of said recipient (See 
French column 20, lines 1-15, also see French column 20, lines 31-40). 



As to claims 18, and 27, French as modified discloses wherein said recipient is a 
physician (See French column 24, lines 46-52). 
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As to claim 19, French as modified discloses correlating said name of said recipient with 
information about said recipient stored in a physician database (See French column 19, lines 46- 
51, also see French column 20, lines 7-18). 

As to claim 20, French as modified discloses reading the contents of said transcribed 
document to find the predefined pattern in said transcribed document (See French column 11, 
lines 51-55, also see French column 16, lines 1-8, shows predefined ascii pattern match). 

As to claim 21, French as modified discloses distributing said transcribed document to 
said recipient in response to receiving information from said user regarding a selected method of 
distribution (See French column 13, lines 66-67, and see French column 14, lines 1-7). 

As to claim 22, French discloses a computer implemented method for management of 
transcribed documents: 

storing a plurality of transcribed documents in a plurality of folders of a central file 
system (See French column 23, lines 1-25, teaches many variant folders "classes" that are 
ordered and stored as part of this centralized system that can include one or more databases for 
managing and storing those folders, also see French column 1 1, lines 51-55); 

moving at least one of said plurality of transcribed documents to a folder in said central 
file system upon receiving approval for said at least one transcribed document (See French 
column 49-63, wherein "moving" reads on "archiving", and wherein "approval" reads on 
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"confirmation", also see French column 11, lines 51-57, and see French column 24, lines 53-5- 
62); 

creating an index of the transcribed documents in the at least one of the first folder and 
second folder (See French Figure 1, shows plurality of indexes for stored transcribed documents 
that includes "Lab reports, radiology etc.", also see French column 19, lines 54-66); 

automatically recommending to a user a preferred method of distributing said at least one 
transcribed document to a recipient based at least in part on a preference of said recipient (See 
column 13, lines 19-28, wherein "recommending" is actually the directing preformed by the 
controller based on the previously stored user preferences on how they like to receive the 
reports); and 

transmitting said at least one transcribed document to said recipient in response to 
receiving information from said user regarding a selected method of distribution (See French 
column 13, lines 66-67, and see French column 14, lines 1-7). 

French teaches the claimed invention expect for wherein an index for a document in the 
index of the plurality of documents is at least a value associated with a predefined ascii pattern in 
the contents of the document. French does not explicitly teach index value associated with a 
predefined ascii pattern in the contents of the document; however, he teaches these fields or 
indicia comprise strings of ascii characters embedded in a predetermined data communications 
format (See French column 13, lines 40-50). 

Lo et al. teaches wherein each index in said plurality of indexes is at least a value 
associated with a predefined ascii pattern comprising at least one indexing field in the contents of 
the document (See Lo et al. column 11, lines 17-27). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified French by the teaching of Lo et ah to include having an index for a 
document in the index of the plurality of documents is at least a value associated with a 
predefined ascii pattern in the contents of the document because it provides for efficient storage 
and retrieval 

As to claim 26, French as modified discloses moving said at least one transcribed 
document to a third folder in said central file system after transmission of said at least one 
transcribed document to said recipient (See French column 24, lines 50-65, wherein "after 
transmission" indicates the storage of previously sent reports "prior reposts"). 

12. Claims 9-10, and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
French (U.S. Patent No. 5,437,024) in view of LoetaL (U.S. Patent No. 6,523,040 Bl) with 
respect to claims 1-4, 6-8, 12-23, and 26-27 above, and further in view of Podhradsky (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,978,755 ("Podhradsky"). 

As to claims 9, and 24: 

The invention of French as modified discloses the claimed invention except for wherein 
said invoice is generated based at least in part on the number of words in said at least one of 
said plurality of documents and generating an invoice for said at least one transcribed 
document. 
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Podhradskv teaches that it is known to provide for wherein said invoice is generated 
based at least in part on the number of words in said at least one of said plurality of documents 
and generating an invoice for said at least one transcribed document. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide for wherein said invoice is generated based at least in part on the 
number of words in said at least one of said plurality of documents and generating an invoice 
for said at least one transcribed document as taught by Podhradskv , since Podhradskv states at 
column 14, lines 50-67 that such a modification would provides information about the number 
of words in a dictation, can be used, for example when a dictation is transcribed or when a 
dictation has been completed, to bill for example the author of the dictation, the amount of the 
bill being based on the number of transcribed words, i.e. the number of words comprised in a 
dictation. 

As to claims 10, and 25: 

The modified invention of French discloses the claimed invention except for wherein said 
invoice is generated based at least in part on the number of lines in said at least one of said 
plurality of documents. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide for wherein said invoice is generated based at least in 
part on the number of lines in said at least one of said plurality of documents since it was known 
in the art that that charging for a unit of transcription of a document including words and lines of 
a text would enable a calculation based on the amount of text that has to be translated. 
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Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 6-10, and 12-27 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to applicant's argument on page 10 that the references (i.e. Podhradsky ) fail 
to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., the presented invention gets the number if words by reading through strings 
in a document, counts letters, words or lines from any electronic document, not restricted to the 
one transcribed from a digitized dictation) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. For list of cited references see PTO-form 892. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Neveen Abel-Jalil whose telephone number is 571-272-4074. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:30PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Neveen Abel-Jalil 
June 11,2006 



